^ " 1 i ^ I h s 1 1 1 s l 1 i i lb 

isidered r d« 3 i < « »wa 5 le ] i 

w , s n ->'; ;v< of s a joeed " \'~ ruad* above a, > c.h< remarks 

i i Ml \ l ^ * * i < t 

1; i > Lack of ref « if ( 1 i > ir.d ti 1 o i • 

of. rai;erfi;!c& v > i v C and D FIG ::• without > it . i . thereof 

the p v (. i » "t > ) i l x 1 .. 

[ ; A * i . t » i N 

haj.accers <md J v Rep] ui t clndifKi FTC U 

enclosed, , i ■ ;« " b tci> N t T \~ dt ^ n of r;h<? 

st d > - f , t < ci i ^ *m o* t * I 

changes . 

f i< < 1 I - _ x- i 1 L .1 - T i } i 

t o f „ \ «. < ^ i i i ^ <r t <; 

iaei" s xcn, i r i idiily t l -t j " Hv= 

headings a e they are not required in accordance with MPE'P 



§606 3 \ { ?d , 

the office action, the Examiner objected to the 
< if ic n for cei i z 

- t } r i- 1 or* ndc» to -o< — -< - ii ■* *- - n < 
toy J i v. , n ti;y 

i i ft »: i ! i i 1 a " c a 

n the Of! ti t E Lner o t s and 

5 3i ?ertad i informal it esporu c; is 1 - 15- hs: ; 

teen \< \ \ \ i i s 1 ■; 

well as other informalities for Isttei conformance to U.S. 
practice, such ass beginning the dependent claims with 'The* inst« 

Of < i t , ) < 1 =■ ' * ~ 

Claims 1-3 and 5-7 wsre not amended in. order to address issues- oi 
<. i \ id I ~ t 1 ~ - a t anch: 

the - r- • c i iar-'aitn 1 V A It; , Cl 1 1 

ohj cot ion t; claim;? I aid "s ■■ 6 i ;c . " " 1 - reqxj r,ed . 

In the Office Action, claims 1-2 and 5-6 are rejected under 
J ! l < i a 1 i i j. ' -> a 

4 > v t»i d 5 unds. 

35 hCt £102 {b} ar-; allege nhtipat^l fiy K 0] S iManli 



so; :> r: «; 3 - . 5 ?sd - o s •-; - a s , fjos 
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Claims 1 •• , 4-S and 8 axe rejected under 35 0 , 8 . Ci SI 02(e) as 

t V =5 i 1 r 1 [ „ ' fV Nt n ^ ■> 

ii i 1 ' < ^ ni f 1 it. >er * u 5 4 \ t - i i 

1-3, V T\ 4 > ) > T 1 , fox 

at least the following reasons, 

i i_ >. _ i _ . „ 1 t_ iiv < ^„f_d in 

, - f J i t ? ' al ; no ^ " 

TJ « d< 5 i i n - i i i ii 

processor. The [mlo^i ^ a^v^,., i v r 24 
i> ne-ik l „ i ,. > v. N I % 

st : o t hod Ot prev^n a;:;, <ri. ert crc;.::: • xwj . 
(emphasis added} 

In sr. ark contrast, the present .invention as recited in 

and - s I 1 3 

enipha & i & p rev 1 de d } ; 

receive an input from a user indicating 
r tp < t - ^ i - 1 '» 1 1 

\ t i t * <_ i i ^ ^ < \il 

t _ } i .'nv^ti^! 

«, ai u.a 4 o iorr 

l lie 

<. * t ' \ „ i „ L 

and 



ssxas ;.:iiO - ■■s.wi-:\.2~ ;n •■ cn , -.e,>? 



]t j 1 - o i 

t : : "• ; • ' '• 1 ^ > i ; a n ( i Is i no 

t t. < ;gc a in dor ;ch ^;i:tdy teac 

1 - 1 - " 11 1 to" 

v Ml 1 „ ^ " a } I \ U > ... Oi 

to form .\ correct cc * i - t „lv ^.j _ _ - — N 

allegedly show other features and do not remedy the deihlcienc.i 
Bimbach . 

I ]- i - lit ; - j - j j 

l-^oi i, > ir I '> o _i x j„ orJ > : y , ^ i is 

t ^ „L n j il vo \t to i ' «- - . L i 
chat claims 2-3, 6-"? and jcooii shoo id ai so be allowed based at 

least on chair depanoenre ires independent claims 1 , 5 and. 9 , 

- Kit s a kp\ ii iex\\ any scat? i poaiti.o 

ltd "vi^Liiei that : i by 

i 'a }. t o, v 

^o t not- a < t a n appear to he tstoot in view of the 

. >. e , i t l , 1 i "it 

a i t t , i - ' i i 1 - - it i 

~ - - i. . - * i - i. o - s , , < , 1 4 



the I t - ^ v i * ^ i ^ t -? i 

! v ) « - the St it ^-ff.rr./" - rr^ - -It, th-; 

Allowance is earnestly solicited . 

> t 1 / O i f 1 * tL O . 
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